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COMMENTS ON EXAMINERS 2nd STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE 



Dear Sir: 

This supplemental paper provides Comments in respect of a statement of reasons for the 
indication of allowable subject matter set forth by the Examiner in section II, pages 2-6 of a Notice of 
Allowance issued June 25, 2008 ("the Notice of Allowance"). Please consider the comments on that 
Examiner's Statement of Reasons, as set forth below. 

Remarks begin on page 2 of this paper. 
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COMMENTS ON EXAMINER'S 2nd STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE 

The following remarks are similar to those previously submitted May 2, 2008 in response to a 
first Statement of Reasons for Allowance set forth in section II of the Office Action issued March 26, 
2008 ("the March 26 Office Action") beginning on page 2. Those previous Comments apparently did not 
reach the Examiner before he issued a Notice of Allowance with a second Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance that is similar to the first Statement, but is in a different format. Due to the change in format, 
the fact that the Applicants' previous Comments are applicable to the new Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance might not be apparent. Accordingly, the remarks below become necessary to avoid confusion, 
though they are generally similar to those set forth in the previous (first) Comments on Examiner's 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance that was submitted May 2, 2008. 

The new (2nd) Statement of Reasons for Allowance is set forth in the Notice of Allowance issued 
June 25, 2008, in section II extending from pages 3-6. There, in respect of each of the independent 
Claims 1, 14, 27 and 40 the Examiner properly notes that the features described in such claim "comprise[] 
a particular combination of elements, which is neither taught nor suggested by the prior art." However, in 
each case the Examiner seems to additionally imply something that is not correct: that the claimed 
structure (Claims 1 and 14) or steps (Claims 27 and 40) are "as defined in the specification (pages 7-14). 
This would be proper if any of the Claims invoked 35 USC 1 12 paragraph 6 as a "means plus function" or 
"step plus function" claim, at least if it was broadened to include equivalents as provided in that section. 
However, none of these claims are means- or step- plus function claims. As such, the specification serves 
to enable the invention, and provides one or more exemplars of the invention, but does not limit the 
claimed invention. Instead, the invention is defined by the broadest reasonable literal interpretation of the 
claim terms, as they may be limited by the prosecution history. No other limitation is proper, and the 
Applicants do not understand any other limitation to truly be intended. 

Instead, it is believed that the Examiner considered and allowed the present claims based on the 
full scope of the claim terms, when interpreted as broadly as is reasonable in view of the specification and 
any prosecution statements by the Applicants' representative(s). The error is believed to be merely pro 
forma. 

Conclusion 

The remarks set forth above address the Examiner's Statement of Reasons for Allowance. It is 
assumed that the Examiner did not rely upon any limitation of claim scope that could be construed as 
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implied by the phrases " ... as defined in the specification (pages 7-14)." In any event, the remarks above 
clarify that the Applicants do riot concede any such limitation on the scope of the claims. 

The Commissioner is authorized to construe this paper as including a petition to extend the period 
for response by the number of months necessary to make this paper timely filed. Fees or deficiencies 
required to cause the response to be complete and timely filed may be charged, and any overpayments 
should be credited, to our Deposit Account No. 50-0490. 



JAQUEZ & ASSOCIATES 
6265 Greenwich Drive, Suite 1 00D 
San Diego, CA 92122 
(858) 453-2004 (voice) 
(858)453-1280 (fax) 
barbara@jaquez-associates.com (e-mail) 



Respectfully submitted, 





Registration No. 41,625 
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